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REMARKS 


„ • ,10 21 and 28 have been amended in response to the rejections of the Office 
Claims 1. 10. 21, and a na fa ^ 

Action. No new matter has been added. Clam* 1. 3-5, 8 14, 16 i £ 

Application and are presented for the Examiner's reconsiderat.on in light of 

and the following comments. 

potion Umfr~ ^ " s ^ 5112 
Clatms 1. 3-5. 8-14, 16, .^f,^, office Action rejects claims I and 10 

» " « -lo - - — ■ °- ■ - - - eacK 

over the language that the strut is arucuia y connected to the container. 

„ lft . 1A ,7 2 23 and 28-34 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 

provided by tne Office Act n. relcasably engages the 

« concise ft. «. of 0* clatmed — ^ ' * „ ^ h rf prided 

conuttaer to provide reinforcement for the ° imilatiomofIte invention. 

Ornvs 1. 3.4. 10-1*1 IS. I . TteB^Sr.refe^nce fails to Bach o, 

being anticipated by Botton. Sr.. U.S. PaetnNo lnthe same manner as the 

t ° r ™j Ltm— * - - — * — r 

^T^t:— *r *e container side*.,* - W to ce*e to pro- 

reinforcement. 

This rejection should be reconsidered and withdrawn. 
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o-i^nItnd e r3Sn.S.C;,§t03 
r, • , 5 8 9 and 24-27 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. |103(a) as be.ng -patenuble 
Sr t view of Har^n. The Harrison reference teaches the use of a tabbed 

apertures in view of claims 5 t 8» 9, ano yv 

„ — » . — * ~ - ^jettl - - - - - 

sidswaUs and aruts m jomed t» »n>i»y , ^ foe any 

^ . a po.iUon •» «. ^ ^ lnlroduce . ^ te such 

compared -improper* in hindsight - to the clain^d «n. ^ ^ 

Claims 14 and 32 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. |1«H 8 

^ » «Jr The deficiencies of the teaching of either Quxnon or Bolton Sr. witn reg 
O**" -nd B0,f0 ' , ^ ^ hv ^ ^ of Official Notice that fluted cardboard is well 

the claimed invention are not overcome by the taking 
known. This rejection should be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

Conclusion 

. is ceape^-, ***** ~ each «f A**-* — *. „ 

AccountNo.l6.24 8 0mt te narr*ofTheProcter & Ga m bleCompany. ^ 

Respectfully submitted, ^ 
ROBERT I. NURS 15 / CD 
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By: Davidr^/M^tthe is £") 
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